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(1) Real Party in Interest 

A statement identifying by name the real party in interest is contained in the brief. 

(2) Related Appeals and Interferences 

The examiner is not aware of any related appeals, interferences, or judicial proceedings 
which will directly affect or be directly affected by or have a bearing on the Board's decision in 
the pending appeal. 

(3) Status of Claims 

The statement of the status of claims contained in the brief is correct. 

(4) Status of Amendments After Final 

The appellant's statement of the status of amendments after final rejection contained in 
the brief is correct. 

(5) Summary of Claimed Subject Matter 

The summary of claimed subject matter contained in the brief is correct. 

(6) Grounds of Rejection to be Reviewed on Appeal 

The appellant's statement of the grounds of rejection to be reviewed on appeal is correct. 

(7) Claims Appendix 

The copy of the appealed claims contained in the Appendix to the brief is correct. 

(8) Evidence Relied Upon 

5,771,282 FRIEDES 6-1998 

6,965,764 PLUSH 11-2005 
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(9) Grounds of Rejection 

The following ground(s) of rejection are applicable to the appealed claims: 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the. time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 1-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Friedes (US 
5,771,282) in view of Plush (US 6,965,764 B2). 

As per claims 1, 17, 33 and 34, Friedes discloses a method of providing a bill to a 
telecommunications subscriber, the method comprising: distributing a bill including shared 
account information to the telecommunications subscribe (billing of multiple services on a single 
account), the shared account information identifying shared telecommunication units used in 
connection with a first subscriber service (wireline or long distance service, fig. 1, 12, 14, 16, 18) 
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and a second subscriber service (wireless service, fig. 1, 20), the first subscriber service being 
distinct from the second subscriber service (wireline or long distance service is different from 
wireless service). Friedes does not disclose a shared account that shares usage with different 
subscribers but Plush discloses a method of generating billing data for subscribers in a 
telecommunications system wherein a plurality of subscribers for which a single shared usage 
plan is held (see claim 1 of Plush), an apparatus whereby a usage allocation may be allocated not 
only to a single subscriber but by groups of subscribers of various sizes (col. 2, lines 25-30). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to utilize the shared usage system for a plurality of subscribers as taught by Plush into 
the system of Friedes because it would provide an apparatus whereby charging structures which 
are flexible, easy to understand, and logical, may be implemented for associated groups of 
subscribers in a mobile communications system (col. 1, lines 57-60). 

As per claims 2 and 18, Friedes discloses a method wherein the shared 
telecommunication units are shared telecommunication minutes (see fig. 1). 

As per claims 3 and 19, Friedes discloses a method wherein the first subscriber service is 
a land-line telecommunications service (wireline or long distance service, fig. 1, 12, 14, 16, 18) 
and the second subscriber service is a mobile telecommunications service (wireless service, fig. 
1,20). 

As per claims 4, 5, 20 and 21, Friedes discloses a method wherein the land-line 
telecommunications service comprises a long distance telephony service and wherein the land- 
line telecommunications service comprises a local telephony service (see fig. 1). 
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As per claim 6, Friedes discloses a method wherein the bill further comprises charges for 
usage in excess of available shared telecommunication units identified by the shared account 
information (col. 4 to col. 5, line 49 to line 14). 

As per claims 7, 22 and 23, Friedes discloses a method further comprising: receiving first 
subscriber service usage (wireline or long distance service, fig. 1, 12, 14, 16, 18); receiving 
second subscriber service usage (wireless service, fig. 1, 20); and determining whether the sum 
of the first subscriber usage and the second subscriber usage exceeds the shared 
telecommunication units (col. 4, lines 49-57). 

As per claims 10 and 24, Friedes discloses a method wherein the shared account 
information further identifies a second set of telecommunication units (fig. 1, 12-20). 

As per claims 1 1 and 25, Friedes inherently discloses a method wherein the second set of 
telecommunication units is applied to usage of the second subscriber service when the combined 
usage of the first subscriber service and the second subscriber service exceeds the shared 
telecommunication units (see fig. 1). 

As per claim 12, Friedes discloses a method wherein the bill further includes charges for 
local calling service (col. 2, lines 36-38, fig. 1). 

As per claim 13, it is inherent that the billing system of Friedes will include taxes as 
claimed. 

As per claim 14 and 15, the billing system of Friedes would include charges associated 
with Internet service and wherein said Internet service comprises broadband service if a 
customer subscribes to theses services. 
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As per claim 16, Friedes discloses a method wherein the first subscriber service is 
associated with a first operating entity and the second subscriber service is associated with a 
second operating entity (see abstract). 

As per claims 26-28, Friedes inherently discloses a telecommunications subscriber 
package wherein the second allocation of second subscriber account units is available during 
specific time periods; wherein the allocation of shared account units is available for a period of 
time; wherein the period of time is one month (all subscriptions are usually on a monthly billing 
cycle). 

As per claims 29-32, the system of Friedes inherently discloses a telecommunications 
subscriber package wherein the availability of the allocation of shared account units is 
conditional upon payment of a fee; wherein an additional allocation of shared account units is 
provided; wherein the additional allocation of shared account units is provided upon payment of 
a fee; wherein an additional allocation of shared account units is provided monthly and wherein 
the subscriber package has a monthly subscription fee (there is always been a service fee 
involved in subscription package). 

As per claims 34-38, see rejection of claim 1. Further, Plush discloses a 
telecommunications system that includes shared and unshared account units as claimed. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to. utilize the shared and unshared account units as taught by Plush into the system of 
Friedes for the same reasons given in claim 1. 
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Claims 8 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Friedes 
(US 5,771,282) in view of Plush (US 6,965,764 B2) and further in view of Jagadish et al (US 
5,844,972). 

As per claims 8 and 9, Friedes does not disclose shared telecommunication units are used 
in connection with a third subscriber service and said third subscriber service is a calling card 
service but Jagadish discloses a method and system in which a calling card or a telephone 
prepaid card is used to make calls. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to utilize the calling plans subscription as taught by Jagadish into the system of 
Friedes because it would provide a system in which calls made by a customer using a calling 
card or a prepaid telephone card are billed in accordance with the customer's subscribed calling 
plans. 

(10) Response to Argument 

Applicant argues that Friedes and Plush do not disclose or suggest "shared 
telecommunication units used in connection with distinct services, account units available for use 
of distinct subscriber services, shared minutes used in connection with a first subscriber service 
and a second subscriber service, shared account units for use of first and second subscriber 
services." In response to Applicant's arguments, Friedes is used to disclose a shared account 
billing of multiple services on a single account and Plush is used to disclose a shared account 
that shares usage with different subscribers and an apparatus whereby a usage allocation may be 
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allocated not only to a single subscriber but to groups of subscribers of various sizes. Claims 1- 
38 remain rejected. 

(11) Related Proceeding(s) Appendix 

No decision rendered by a court or the Board is identified by the examiner in the Related 
Appeals and Interferences section of this examiner's answer. 



For the above reasons, it is believed that the rejections should be sustained. 
Respectfully submitted, 




Ronald Laneau 



Conferees: 




Millin Vincent 



